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DETAILED ACTION 
Priority 

1. Acknowledgment is made of applicants claim for foreign priority under 35 
U.S.C. 119(a)-(d). The certified copy has been filed in parent Application No. GB 
0117464.8, filed on 7/18/2001. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign 
country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the 
date of application for patent in the United States. 

2. Claims 1-7, 9-15, and 17-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Johnson (US 5,938,722). 

In regards to claim 1 Johnson discloses a data processing method for running on a 
data processing host in a data processing system, the data processing system 
comprising a plurality of data processing hosts(fig. 13a-13k), the method comprising 
the steps of: 

• maintaining a host information repository (i.e. Configurable list, Qualifile, col. 
7 lines 10-12) comprising host information for each of two or more of the 
plurality of data processing hosts, the host information comprising details 
relating to host configuration (col. 1 lines 32-34, col. 6 lines 22-41); 

• obtaining program requirements (i.e. predicate, Qualifile) comprising details 
relating to host configuration required for executing a program (col. 3 lines 
25-29, col. 6 lines 22-24, 26-41)); 
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• identifying from the host information repository (i.e. Configurable list), 
according the obtained program requirements one or more data processing 
hosts capable of executing the program (col. 1 lines 38-40, col. 3 lines 11-12, 
col. 6 lines 22-67, col. 7 lines 4-10); and 

• causing execution of the on one of the one or more data processing hosts 
program identified as capable of executing the program (col. 3 lines 11-12, 
col. 7 lines 56-60, col. 8 lines 4-10) 

In regards to claim 2 Johnson discloses a method as claimed in claim 1 further 
comprising the step receiving the host information for a data processing host in a 
message sent from the data processing host (col. 6 lines 54-59, col. 7 lines 4-7). 

In regards to claim 3 Johnson discloses a method as claimed in claim 1 wherein the 
host information further comprises details relating to host state (i.e. exceeding on 
not exceeding performance constraints, col. 9 lines 48-52). 

In regards to claim 4 , Johnson discloses a method as claimed in claim 1 wherein the 

• the program requirements further comprise details relating to one or more 
host configurations required for the program to communicate with (col. 3 
lines 25-29, col. 6 lines 22-24, 26-41); 

• the identifying step further identifying one or more data processing hosts 
suitable for the program to communicate with(col. 1 lines 38-40, col. 3 lines 
11-12, col. 6 lines 22-67, col. 7 lines 4-10); and 

• the causing step further making the program aware of one or more data 
processing hosts suitable ((i.e. building of the Qualifile), for it to communicate 
with (col. 7 lines 16-21). 
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I n reaards to claim 5, Johnson discloses a method as claimed in claim 1 further 
comprising the steps of: 

• receiving (i.e. Source Receives) a program execution policy comprising a 
subset of program requirements(col. 3 lines 25-29, col. 6 lines 22-24, 26- 
41); 

• identifying from a program repository comprising program requirements for a 
plurality of programs one or more programs with program requirements 
which comprise the program execution policy(fig 2. col. 3 lines 66-67 col. 4 
lines 1-5,30-32, col. 5 lines 63-67, col. 6 lines 8-19); and 

• repeating the obtaining, identifying one or more data processing hosts 
capable of executing the program, and causing steps for each of the one or 
more programs with program requirements which comprise the program 
execution (col. 1 lines 63-67. col. 2 lines 1-7) 

In regards to claim 6, Johnson discloses a method as claimed in claim 1 further 
comprising the steps of: 

• receiving (i.e. Source Receives) a host execution policy (i.e. local candidate 
configuration) comprising a subset of host information (col. 6 lines 58-59,61- 
67) ; 

• identifying ( col. 7 lines 4-7,10-15 ) from the host repository (i.e. Qualifile) 
one or more data processing hosts with host information which comprises the 
host execution policy; and 

• repeating the obtaining, identifying one or more data processing hosts 
capable of executing the program, and causing steps for a plurality of 
programs (col. 1 lines 63-67. col. 2 lines 1-7, col. 9 lines 48-53) 
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• wherein identifying one or more data processing the hosts capable of 
executing the program step considers only the one or more data processing 
hosts with host information which comprises the host execution policy (coL 9 
lines 48-57). 

In regards to claim 7 , Johnson discloses, a method as claimed in claim 1 wherein 
program requirements further comprise one or more other programs and wherein 
the method further comprises the step of: 

• Repeating the obtaining, identifying one or more data processing hosts 
capable of executing the program (col. 1 lines 63-67. col. 2 lines 1-7, col. 9 
lines 48-53), and 

• causing steps for each of the other programs identified in the program 
requirements (col. 3 lines 11-12, col. 7 lines 56-60, col. 8 lines 4-10) 

In regards to claim 9 Johnson discloses a computer program product recorded on a 
computer readable medium (fig 1-13) said program product comprising instructions 
which, when executed on a data processing host (fig l-13a-k) in a data processing 
system comprising a plurality of data processing hosts, cause said host to carry out a 
method comprising the steps of: 

• maintaining a host information repository (i.e. Configurable list, Qualifile, col. 
7 lines 10-12) comprising host information for each of two or more of the 
plurality of data processing hosts, the host information comprising details 
relating to host configuration (col. 1 lines 32-34, col. 6 lines 22-41); 

• obtaining program requirements (i.e. predicate, Qualifile) comprising details 
relating to host configuration required for executing a program (col. 3 lines 
25-29, col. 6 lines 22-24, 26-41)); 
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• identifying from the host information repository (i.e. Configurable list) 
according the obtained program requirements one or more data processing 
hosts capable of executing the program (col. 1 lines 38-40, col. 3 lines 11-12, 
col. 6 lines 22-67, col. 7 lines 4-10); and 

• causing execution of the program on one of the one or more data processing 
hosts identified as capable of executing the program (col. 3 lines 11-12, col. 7 
lines 56-60, col. 8 lines 4-10) 

In regards to claim 10 Johnson discloses a computer program product as claimed in 
claim 9, wherein the method further comprises the step of: 

• receiving the host information for a data processing host in a message sent 
from the data processing host (col. 6 lines 54-59, col. 7 lines 4-7). 

In regards to claim 11 Johnson discloses a computer program product as claimed in 
claim 9 wherein: 

• the host information maintained in the host information repository further 
comprises details relating to host state ( col. 9 lines 48-52). 

In regards to claim 12 , Johnson discloses McNally et al. discloses computer program 
product as claimed in claim 9 wherein the 

• the program requirements further comprise details relating to one or more 
host configurations required for the program to communicate with (col. 3 
lines 25-29, col. 6 lines 22-24, 26-41); 

• the identifying step further identifying one or more data processing hosts 
suitable for the program to communicate with(col. 1 lines 38-40, col. 3 lines 
11-12, col. 6 lines 22-67, col. 7 lines 4-10); and 
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• the causing step further making the program aware of one or more data 
processing hosts suitable ((i.e. building of the Qualifile), for it to communicate, 
with (col. 7 lines 16-21). 

I n regards to claim 13. Johnson discloses a computer program product as claimed in 
claim 9, wherein the method further comprises the steps of: 

• receiving (i.e. Source Receives) a program execution policy comprising a 
subset of program requirements(col. 3 lines 25-29, col. 6 lines 22-24, 26- 
41); 

• identifying from a program repository comprising program requirements for a 
plurality of programs one or more programs with program requirements 
which comprise the program execution policy(fig 2. col. 3 lines 66-67 col. 4 
lines 1-5,30-32, col. 5 lines 63-67, col. 6 lines 8-19); and 

• repeating the obtaining, identifying one or more data processing hosts 
capable of executing the program, and causing steps for each of the one or 
more programs with program requirements which comprise the program 
execution (col. 1 lines 63-67. col. 2 lines 1-7) 

In regards to claim 14, Johnson discloses a computer program product as claimed in 
claim 9, wherein the method further comprises the steps of: 

• receiving (i.e. Source Receives) a host execution policy (i.e. local candidate 
configuration) comprising a subset of host information (col. 6 lines 58-59,61- 
67) ; 

• identifying ( col. 7 lines 4-7,10-15 ) from the host repository (i.e. Qualifile) 
one or more data processing hosts with host information which comprises the 
host execution policy; and 
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• repeating the obtaining, identifying one or more data processing hosts 
capable of executing the program, and causing steps for a plurality of 
programs (col. 1 lines 63-67. col. 2 lines 1-7, col. 9 lines 48-53) 

• wherein identifying one or more data processing the hosts capable of 
executing the program step considers only the one or more data processing 
hosts with host information which comprises the host execution policy (col. 9 
lines 48-57). 

In regards to claim 15 , Johnson discloses a computer program product as claimed in 
claim 9 wherein the method further comprises steps of: 

• Repeating the obtaining, identifying one or more data processing hosts 
capable of executing the program (col. 1 lines 63-67. col. 2 lines 1-7, col. 9 
lines 48-53), and 

• causing steps for each of the other programs identified in the program 
requirements (col. 3 lines 11-12, col. 7 lines 56-60, col. 8 lines 4-10) 

In regards to claim 17 Johnson discloses a data processing system comprising a 
plurality of data processing hosts wherein at least one data processing host 
comprises: 

• maintaining means for maintaining a host information repository (i.e. 
Configurable list, Qualifile, col. 7 lines 10-12) comprising host information for 
each of two or more of the plurality of data processing hosts, the host 
information comprising details relating to host configuration (col. 1 lines 32- 
34, col. 6 lines 22-41); 
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• obtaining means for obtaining program requirements (i.e. predicate, Qualifile) 
comprising details relating to host configuration required for executing a 
program (col. 3 lines 25-29, col. 6 lines 22-24, 26-41)); 

• host identifying means for identifying from the host information repository 
(i.e. Configurable list) according the obtained program requirements one or 
more data processing hosts capable of executing the program (col. 1 lines 38- 
40, col. 3 lines 11-12, col. 6 lines 22-67, col. 7 lines 4-10); and 

• execution means for causing execution of the program on one of the one or 
more data processing hosts identified as capable of executing the program 
(col. 3 lines 11-12, col. 7 lines 56-60, col. 8 lines 4-10). 

In regards to claim 18 Johnson discloses a system as claimed in claim 17 further 
comprising: 

• receiving the host information for a data processing host in a message sent 
from the data processing host (col. 6 lines 54-59, col. 7 lines 4-7). 

In regards to claim 19 Johnson discloses a system as claimed in claim 17 wherein: 

• the host information maintained in the host information repository further 
comprises details relating to host state ( col. 9 lines 48-52). 

In regards to claim 20 Johnson discloses a system as claimed in claim 17 wherein 

• program requirements further comprise details relating to one or more host 
configurations required for the program to communicate with (col. 3 lines 25- 
29, col. 6 lines 22-24, 26-41); 

• the host identifying means is further operable to identify one or more data 
processing hosts suitable for the program to communicate with(col. 1 lines 
38-40, col. 3 lines 11-12, col. 6 lines 22-67, col. 7 lines 4-10); 
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• the execution means is further operable to make the program aware one or 
more data processing hosts suitable for it to communicate with(col. 3 lines 
11-12, col. 7 lines 56-60, col. 8 lines 4-10). 

In regards to claim 21 McNally et al. discloses a system as claimed in claim 17 

• means for receiving a program execution policy comprising a subset of 
program requirements (i.e. Source Receives, col. 3 lines 25-29, col. 6 lines 
22-24, 26-41); and 

• means for identifying from a program repository comprising program 
requirements for a plurality of programs one or more programs with program 
requirements which comprise the program execution policy(fig 2. col. 3 lines 
66-67 col. 4 lines 1-5,30-32, col. 5 lines 63-67, col. 6 lines 8-19); 

• wherein the obtaining means, host identifying means, and execution means 
are operable for each of the plurality of programs, which comprise the 
program execution policy(col. 1 lines 63-67. col. 2 lines 1-7, col. 9 lines 48- 
53) 

In regards to claim 22, Johnson discloses a computer program product as claimed in 
claim 9, wherein the method further comprises the steps of: 

• means for receiving (i.e. Source Receives) a host execution policy (i.e. local 
candidate configuration) comprising a subset of host information (col. 6 lines 
58-59,61-67) ; 

• means for identifying ( col. 7 lines 4-7,10-15 ) from the host repository (i.e. 
Qualifile) one or more data processing hosts with host information which 
comprises the host execution policy; and 

• wherein the obtaining means, host identifying means, and execution means 
are operable for each of the plurality of programs, (col. 1 lines 63-67. col. 2 
lines 1-7, col. 9 lines 48-53) 
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• wherein the host identifying means is operable to consider only the one or 
more data processing the hosts with host information, which comprises the 
host execution policy (col. 9 lines 48-57). 

• In regards to claim 23 , Johnson discloses a system as claimed in claim 17 
wherein program requirements further comprise one or more other programs 
and wherein obtaining means, host identifying means, and execution means 
are operable for each of the other programs identified in the program 
requirements. Johnson teaches a program may consist of other programs that 
will operate during the execution of the program by a host. During execution 
the host determines if the other programs can be executed. If the other 
programs cannot be executed on the current host, other host is identified 
which are suitable to execute the other programs (col. 9 lines 30-37,62). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 
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4. Claim 8,16 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Johnson (US 5,938,722) in view of Silva et al. (US 6,360,268). 

In regards to claim 8 , Johnson discloses a method as claimed in claim 1 

Johnson fails to teach wherein the program is for testing a product installed one or 

more of the plurality of data processing hosts. 

Silva et al. further discloses a method as claimed in claim 1 as modified 
above, wherein the program is for testing a product (i.e. test machine col. 4 lines 66- 
67, col. 5 lines 5) installed one or more of the plurality of data processing hosts. 

It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Johnson et al. By having program for testing a product, as 
taught by Silva et al., in order to render the system extremely adaptable and flexible 
as well as being able accommodate the automatic testing of software and hardware 
across multiple machines by a plurality of users in an distributed environment (See 
Silva col. 1 lines 28-41 col. 3 lines 10-16, 39-54, col. 18 lines 1-13). 

In regards to claim 16 , Johnson discloses a computer program product as claimed in 
claim 9: 

Johnson fails to teach wherein the program is for testing a product installed one or 
more of the plurality of data processing hosts. 

Silva et al. further discloses a method as claimed in claim 1 as modified 
above, wherein the program is for testing a product (i.e. test machine col. 4 lines 66- 
67, col. 5 lines 5) installed one or more of the plurality of data processing hosts. 

It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Johnson et al. By having program for testing a product, as 
taught by Silva et al., in order to render the system extremely adaptable and flexible 
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as well as being able accommodate the automatic testing of software and hardware 
across multiple machines by a plurality of users in an distributed environment (See 
Silva col. 1 lines 28-41 col. 3 lines 10-16, 39-54, col. 18 lines 1-13). 

In regards to claim 24 , Johnson discloses a system as claimed in claim 17: 
Johnson fails to teach wherein the program is for testing a product installed one or 
more of the plurality of data processing hosts. 

Silva et al. further discloses a method as claimed in claim 1 as modified 
above, wherein the program is for testing a product (i.e. test machine col. 4 lines 66- 
67, col. 5 lines 5) installed one or more of the plurality of data processing hosts. 

It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Johnson et al. By having program for testing a product, as 
taught by Silva et al., in order to render the system extremely adaptable and flexible 
as well as being able accommodate the automatic testing of software and hardware 
across multiple machines by a plurality of users in an distributed environment (See 
Silva col. 1 lines 28-41 col. 3 lines 10-16, 39-54, col. 18 lines 1-13). 

Conclusion 

1. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Workload Distribution on a Network 

• Florman (US 6377975) Methods and Systems to Distribute Client Software 
Tasks Among a Number of Servers 
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• Leymann et al. (US 6681251) Workload Balancing in Clustered Application 
Servers 

• Jindal et al. (US 6327622) Load Balancing In a Network Environment 

Execution of Process in Distributed Systems 

• Ando (US 6678715) Systems and Apparatus for Switching Execution of a 
Process in a Distributed System 

• Andrew G. et al. (US 5699518) System for selectively setting a server node, 
evaluating to determine server node for executing server code, and 
downloading server code prior to executing if necessary 

Transmission of information to Devices on a Network 

• Dobberpuhl et al. (US 6754718) Pushing Attribute Information to Storage 
Devices for Network Topology Access 

• Dikey et al. (US 5881236) System for Installation of Software on a Remote 
Computer System Over a Network Using Checksums and Password Protection 

Device Discover on a Network 

• Duursma et al. (US 6643690) Apparatus and Method for Determining a 
Program Neighborhood for a Client Node in a Client-Server Network 

• McNally et al. (US 6,549, 932) System, Method and Computer Program 
Product for Discovery in a Distributed Environment 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Carolyn F. Fleary whose telephone number is 
(571) 572-7218. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 - 4:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Glenton Burgess can be reached on (571)272-3949. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned 
is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Carolyn F Fleary 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2152 
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